ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE:  When he came
back the next day, he abated the forklift
citation because you had put an alarm on it,
is that correct?

THE WITNESS:  Yes, sir.

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE:  How did he
abate this one?

THE WITNESS:  I don't know.  I don't
know of an abatement made on that.

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE:  It says
September twenty-second .

THE WITNESS:  That's when he came back.

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE:  But this form
that you're holding in your hand, which is
Exhibit R-4, was that a form that was used
prior or at the same time he inspected?

THE WITNESS:  No, sir, this is a form
that we started using by his request.

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE:
that form?

Who designed
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THE WITNESS:  He told us what we should
have on there, and we designed it ourselves.

Mr. Roe pointed out that equipment defects are noted on
the daily reports, and he pointed to the fact that exhibit
R-3, contains a notation with respect to a Caterpillar
machine (Tr. 78).  He insisted that he provided Mr. White
with his records, and that he gave him his reports for
mobile equipment, but that Mr. White would not accept 'them
as compliance records (Tr. 79).

Bob Spradling, respondent's safety supervisor,
confirmed that he accompanied Inspector White on his
inspection rounds, and he conceded that the cited forklift
had been out of service the day before, but that it was put
back in service because of the hurricane emergency.  He
stated that the respondent had not been previously cited for
mobile equipment violations (Tr. 93).  He testified that he
conducts regular safety meetings, and that equipment which
is found to be defective is always taken out of service (Tr.
94).
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